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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-4 and 6-16 are currently presented and have been examined. 
Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments filed 28 October 2009 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

The Applicant argues that Serceki does not teach or suggest an interface unit 
adapted to receive a selection of a data processing function selected by an operator, a 
first transmission unit adapted to transmit a search request signal, to search for the 
wireless communication device capable of performing the data processing function 
selected by the operator, to a wireless device connected to the network connected to by 
said first connection unit, a second detection unit adapted to detect, among wireless 
communication devices connected to the network connected to by said first connection 
unit, a wireless communication device capable of performing the data processing 
function selected by the operator, based on a response signal that the wireless 
communication device connected to the network connected to by first said connection 
unit has transmitted in response to the search request signal transmitted by said first 
transmission unit and a display unit adapted to selectably display information associated 
with the wireless communication device detected by said second detection unit so as to 
determine a wireless communication partner. 

The Examiner respectfully disagrees. The system of Serceki is contemplated to 
be operated on a client to connect to devices that offer services on a network (see 
paragraph 0006, specifically "It is now commonplace for computers and other types of 
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electronic devices to communicate with each other over a network. The ability for 
computers to communicate with one another has led to the creation of small networks 
comprising two or three computers and vast networks comprising hundreds or even 
thousands of computers. Networks can be set up to provide a wide assortment of 
capabilities. For example, networks of computers may permit each computer to share a 
centralized mass storage device or printer. Further, networks enable electronic mail and 
numerous other types of services. Networks are available in a wired configuration in 
which each entity on the network has a direct physical electrical connection to the 
network. More recently, wireless network technology has made it possible for computers 
and other types of electronic devices to access a network in a wireless manner.") The 
claimed invention as broadly interpreted by the Examiner merely describes a system 
that allows an operator to connect to services via a wireless network and the setup of 
such a connection. The recitation of a "data processing function" may be interpreted in a 
broad sense. The interpretation even allows for the "data processing function" to be the 
operator's intent to connect to an "access point" that would allow the operator to 
connect to the network because multiple access points could potentially be used to 
connect to the network. 

The Applicant's arguments regarding Zero are also not persuasive for at least the 
same reasoning as has been previously presented by the Examiner and as shown 
above. Zero is a reference that is to be used in conjunction with other network devices 
in the same manner as discussed above. 
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The Examiner has cited references in this Office Action that the Applicant should 
consider when preparing a response to this action. 

The Examiner is required to interpret the claim limitations in terms of their 
broadest reasonable interpretations while determining patentability of the disclosed 
invention. See MPEP 21 1 1 . While the claims of issued patents are interpreted in light of 
the specification, prosecution history, prior art and other claims, this is not the mode of 
claim interpretation to be applied during examination. During examination, the claims 
must be interpreted as broadly as their terms reasonably allow (See In re American 
Academy of Science Tech Center, 367 F.3d 1359, 1369, 70 USPQ2d 1827, 1834 (Fed. 
Cir. 2004). The claims must also be given their broadest reasonable interpretation 
consistent with the specification and the interpretation that those skilled in the art would 
reach. Any term that is not clearly defined in the specification must be given its plain 
meaning as understood by one of ordinary skill in the art. See MPEP 21 1 1 .01 . See also 
In re Zletz, 893 F.2d 319, 321 , 13 USPQ2d 1320, 1322 (Fed. Cir. 1989), Sunrace Roots 
Enter. Co. v. SRAM Corp., 336 F.3d 1298, 1302, 67 USPQ2d 1438, 1441 (Fed. Cir. 
2003), Brookhill-Wilk 1, LLC v. Intuitive Surgical, Inc., 334 F.3d 1294, 1298 67 USPQ2d 
1 1 32, 1 1 36 (Fed. Cir. 2003). The interpretation of the claims by their broadest 
reasonable interpretation reduces the possibility that, once the claims are issued, the 
claims are interpreted more broadly than justified. See In re Prater, 415 F.2d 1393, 
1404-05, 162 USPQ 541, 550-551 (CCPA 1969). Also, limitations appearing in the 
specification but not recited in the claim are not read into the claim. See In re Van 
Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 
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Therefore, the failure to significantly narrow definition or scope of the claims and 
supply arguments commensurate in scope with the claims implies the Applicant intends 
broad interpretation be given to the claims. The Examiner has interpreted the claims in 
parallel to the Applicant in the response and reiterates the need for the Applicant to 
distinctly define the claimed invention. 

Therefore, the claims as currently amended are not in condition for allowance. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-3, 6-9, 11-13, and 15-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by US Patent Application Publication 20040102192 to Serceki. 

Regarding claim 1 , Serceki A wireless communication system comprising first 
("wireless station" including a "wireless monitoring application") and second wireless 
communication devices, wherein 
said first wireless communication device comprises: 

an interface unit adapted to receive a selection of a data processing function 
specified by an operator; 

a first detection unit adapted to detect a plurality of beacons at a plurality of 
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frequencies; 

a first connection unit adapted to connect to a network configured by a base 
station that transmitted a beacon detected by said first detection unit, in accordance 
with identified by network identification information included in the beacon detected by 
said first detection unit to search for a wireless communication device capable of 
performing the data processing function selected by the operator via the interface unit; 
a first transmission unit adapted to transmit a search request signal ("attempt to 
associate") to search for the wireless communication device capable of performing the 
predetermined data processing function selected by the operator, to a wireless device 
connected to the network connected to by said first connection unit 

a second detection unit adapted to detect, among wireless communication 
devices connected to the network connected to by said first connection unit, a wireless 
communication device capable of performing the data processing function selected by 
the operator based on a response signal that the wireless communication device 
connected to the network connected to by first said connection unit has transmitted in 
response to the search request signal transmitted by said first transmission unit; 

a display unit adapted to selectably display information associated with the 
wireless communication device determined detected by said second detection unit so 
as to determine a wireless communication partner; and 

a control unit adapted to, when the operator selects the information displayed by 
said display unit, while said first detection unit performs a detection process to detect 
the beacon, terminate the detection process of said first detection unit and execute 
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connection processing with a wireless communication device selected by the selected 
information, and 

said second wireless communication device comprises: 

a second connection unit adapted to connect to a network configured by a base 
station at a plurality of frequencies; 

a second transmission unit adapted to transmit a signal including self 
identification information as the response signal, when search request information is 
detected while the second wireless communication device is in a wireless reception 
waiting state on the network connected by said second connection unit at a 
predetermined frequency, (see at least paragraphs 0006, 0007, 001 1 and 0012) 

Claims 2 and 13 are also rejected since these claims recite in whole or in part 
substantially the same limitations as recited in claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 3, Serceki disclosed the device according to claim 2, wherein 
said second detection unit stores in a memory identification information of a wireless 
communication device on a partner side included in a response signal to the search 
request signal upon reception of the response signal, and said display unit selectably 
displays the identification information stored in the memory, (see at least paragraphs 
0011 and 0012) 

Regarding claim 6, Serceki disclosed the device according to claim 2, wherein 
when no signal is received in response to the search request signal within a 
predetermined period of time, an error display is made, (see at least paragraphs 001 1 
and 001 2) (if no partner wireless communication device is found, the user would 
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inherently discover over a user selected period of time that no device is available and 
that the display's lack of showing an available device is indicative of such an error that 
no device is available) 

Regarding claim 7, Serceki disclosed the device according to claim 2, further 
comprising: a determination unit adapted to determine if the beacon detected by said 
detection means is a beacon in an adhoc communication mode or a beacon in an 
infrastructure communication mode, and when said second determination unit 
determines that the detected beacon is the beacon in the adhoc communication mode, 
said transmission unit transmits the search request signal toward a wireless 
communication processing device as a generation source of the detected beacon, and 
when said second determination unit determines that the detected beacon is the beacon 
in the infrastructure mode, said transmission unit transmits the search request signal 
toward an access point, (see at least paragraphs 0007, 0008, and 001 1) 

Regarding claim 8, Serceki disclosed the device according to claim 2, further 
comprising registration unit adapted to register, in a memory, information associated 
with connection to the partner, wireless communication device, to which a wireless 
communication has been established, (see at least paragraph 0034) (the wireless 
station uses the information in a beacon frame to associate with the access point and 
stores the information for the connection) 

Regarding claim 9, Serceki disclosed the device according to claim 8, further 
comprising a mode for executing a process for establishing a wireless communication 
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on the basis of the information registered by said registration unit, (see at least 
paragraph 0034) 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Serceki disclosed a wireless communication system 
comprising first and second wireless communication devices, wherein 
said first wireless communication device comprises: 

an interface unit adapted to receive a selection of a processing function specified 
by an operator; 

a discrimination unit adapted to discriminate a type of device capable of 
executing the processing function selected by the operator via the interface unit; 

a determination unit adapted to, when receiving beacons transmitted from 
devices on wireless networks, determine whether device identification information 
corresponding to the type discriminated by said discrimination unit is included in the 
received beacons; and 

a display unit adapted to, selectably display information associated with a device 
that transmitted a beacon, including the device identification information corresponding 
to the type discriminated by said discrimination unit, and not to display information 
associated with a device that transmitted a beacon not including the device identification 
information corresponding to the type discriminated by said discrimination unit, and 

said second wireless communication device comprises:, (see at least paragraphs 
0011 and 0012) 

Claims 12 and 15 are also rejected since claims 12 and 15 recite substantially 
the same limitations as recited in claim 1 1 . 
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Regarding claim 16, Serceki disclosed the device according to claim 2, wherein 
said data processing function includes at least one of a data printing function and a data 
saving function, (the "access point" provides Internet services, that may include saving 
of data at a remote location or at the access point itself for saving the connection 
information of the wireless communication device connecting to the "access point") 

Claims 10 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by 
"The Windows XP Wireless Zero Configuration Service" ("Zero"). 

Regarding claim 10, "Zero" disclosed a wireless communication device 
(computer executing the Windows XP operating system including the Windows XP 
Wireless Zero Configuration Service) that is configured to switch between a history 
search mode and a new search mode, and executes a communication process in each 
mode, wherein, in the history search mode, the wireless communication device 
communicates with a partner wireless communication device that had been 
communicated with previously, and wherein, in the new search mode, the wireless 
communication device communicates with a newly searched for partner wireless 
communication device comprising: 

A storage unit (contained on the computer) adapted to store device identification 
information and network identification information of a partner to which the wireless 
communication device has been connected previously ("preferred network"; see also 
"Preferred Networks" on page 2); an instruction unit adapted to instruct one of the 
history search mode and the new search mode; a beacon detection unit that operates in 
the new search mode and that detects a beacon; a search unit adapted to, in the history 
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search mode, compare network identification information included in the detected 
beacon with the network identification information stored in said storage unit, cause said 
detection unit detect another beacon if there is a match in the compared network 
identification information, and search for a partner wireless communication device to 
communicate with based on new network identification information if the new network 
identification information is detected; a first display unit adapted to, in the new search 
mode, selectably display device identification information of a wireless communication 
device found by said search unit; a second display unit adapted to selectably display the 
device identification information of a wireless communications device stored in said 
storage unit in response to said instruction unit instructing the history search mode; and 
a wireless communication establishment process unit adapted to, when device 
identification information displayed by one of said first and second display unit is 
selected, execute a wireless communication establishment process with the wireless 
communication device specified by the selected device identification information, (see 
"preferred networks" on page 3 and "How the WZC service works on pages 4 and 5) 
(see also plural displayed windows on pages 2 and 3) 

Claim 14 is also rejected since claim 14 recites substantially the same limitations 
as recited in claim 10. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Serceki in 
view of US Patent 6,529,522 to Ito et al. 

Regarding claim 4, Serceki disclosed the device according to claim 2. 

Serceki did not expressly disclose wherein each of the wireless communication 
device and the partner wireless communication device comprises one of an image 
sensing device, a device for executing a print process of a sensed image, and a storage 
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device for executing a storage process of a sensed image, however, Ito did disclose 
these limitations (see at least column 8, lines 19-62) 

It would have been obvious to one or ordinary skill in the art the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of these references since both references 
disclose analogous subject matter regarding wireless communication devices and their 
connections with partner wireless communication devices and one of ordinary skill 
would have found that the substitution of a wireless communication device and a 
partner communication device with the image sensing device and a device for executing 
a print process of a sensed image would not introduce any unforeseen changes in the 
operation of the device of Serceki regarding wireless communications and would have 
reasonably predicted a successful combination of the wireless functionality of Serceki 
and the image sensing device and the device for executing a print process of a sensed 
image described in Ito. 

Conclusion 

The prior art listed in the PTO-892 form included with this Office Action disclose 
methods, systems, and apparatus similar to those claimed and recited in the 
specification. The Examiner has cited these references to evidence the level and/or 
knowledge of one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, to 
provide support for universal facts and the technical reasoning for the rejections made 
in this Office Action including the Examiner's broadest reasonable interpretation of the 
claims as required by MPEP 21 1 1 and to evidence the plain meaning of any terms not 
defined in the specification that are interpreted by the Examiner in accordance with 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/551 ,1 73 Page 1 4 

Art Unit: 2443 

MPEP 21 1 1 .01 . The Applicant should consider these cited references when preparing a 
response to this Office Action. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to George C. Neurauter, Jr. whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3918. The examiner can normally be reached on the hours between 8:30am- 
5:00pm Eastern. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tonia Dollinger, can be reached on 571-272-4170. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/George C Neurauter, Jr./ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2443 



